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Abstract 
Neo-imperialism in solidarity organizations’ public discourses: collective action frames, resources 
and audiences  
 
While neo-imperialism is becoming increasingly discussed within academia and by public 
intellectuals this paper hypothesizes that due to resource needs of social movement 
organizations, neo-imperialism is not be a major diagnostic frame used by international 
solidarity organizations in the Global North. We tested this hypothesis by examining 
diagnostic collective action frames used online by 30 organizations across three solidarity 
movement issues: climate justice, refugee solidarity, and debt relief. While the frame was 
infrequently used across the organizations, results reveal that those organizations that did 
utilize the frame with some regularity had constituencies that have suffered from historical 
forms of imperialism. A qualitative analysis was used to locate the contexts in which the 
frame was used and the prominence these uses had within the organizations’ public 
broadcasting.  
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 Introduction 
 
  Although by no means a new phenomenon, in recent years an increasing number of social 
movement organizations have formed in the Global North out of sympathy for those in the Global 
South. These sympathies, it is argued, arise out of ‘conscious constituents’1 who take a view on 
solidarity expanding beyond borders.2 Such movements include those seeking climate justice, rights 
for refugees, and debt relief, among others. Such movements follow a long tradition of social 
movement work of allies, or “activists working for the benefit of groups to which they are 
outsiders”,3 such as the abolition movement, the civil rights movement, and untouchability.4 It could 
be argued that these types of transnational solidarities mirror a growing “global consciousness that 
is making it increasingly difficult to view the “other” as inert… or as a helpless object of aid’5 while at 
the same time some have argued that “they can help disenfranchised and stigmatized groups gain 
access to greater material and political resources and may have an easier time appeal to mainstream 
audiences”.6 Many solidarity movement organizations place the blame for problems that exist in the 
Global South on various institutions of the Global North (e.g. states, blocs, and international financial 
institutions) – often related to the countries in which the organizations were established. Despite 
widespread blame on these institutions, there are a wide variety of ways these organizations can 
present to the public the nature of the problem the Global South faces, the specific institutions 
which should be blamed, the relations between the North and the South, and the reason(s) why 
change should occur. Organizations’ communication about these issues are referred to as their 
diagnostic collective action frames.7 
Collective action frames are produced by social movement actors and function ‘as 
articulation mechanisms in the sense of tying together the various punctuated elements of the scene 
so that one set of meanings rather than another is conveyed, or, in the language of narrativity, one 
story rather than another is told’.8 These frames can be presented to different audiences (e.g. 
movement targets, constituencies, the general public) in different ways and addressing different 
core framing tasks. Core framing tasks include an organization’s statements about the problem they 
seek to address (diagnostic framing), how they plan to address it (prognostic framing) and the role 
individuals can play within a campaign and the reasons for individuals to engage with the movement 
(motivational framing).9 Frames allow observers to understand the reasons for an organization’s 
claim-making and also to help legitimise the organization’s identified concern. These frames need 
not be the organizations’ own analysis of the diagnosis, as they can use frames strategically.10 That 
is, organizations can believe one thing but tell another story to the public, for example, in order to 
attract their attention and participation. Likewise, organizations can use multiple frames at the same 
time, linking several diagnoses together or in attempt to resonate with a diverse audience.11    
As explained above, diagnostic framing is used to articulate the problem an organization 
seeks to address. Frames that operate across social movements are referred to as master frames.12 
Neo-imperialism is one such frame which can be used to explain a wide range of problems in the 
Global South and thus can be used to explain the nature of a particular problem as part of a 
particular movement. Kwame Nkrumah wrote that ‘the essence of neo-imperialism is that the State 
which is subject to it is, in theory, independent and has all the outward trappings of international 
sovereignty. In reality its economic system and thus its political policy is directed from outside’.13 
Such a concept represents a systemic analysis of global relations capable of explaining a wide range 
of problems. 
This paper seeks to identify the extent to which solidarity movement organizations in the 
Global North shape their public discourse to include the use of the neo-imperialism master frame. 
This question is particularly interesting given the increasing prominence of neo-imperialism within 
postcolonial studies and international relations,14 as well as among public intellectuals and 
prominent figures.15 Such public discussions of neo-imperialism provides an opportunity for 
organizations to connect with these master frame in their own public-facing literature. Specifically, 
this paper will examine public webpages of organizations working on climate justice, refugee 
solidarity, and debt relief in different English speaking countries in the Global North to see the 
extent of the use of the neo-imperialism frame and understand the context of its use across a range 
of organizations within solidarity movements. 
 
Resource mobilization, framing and neo-imperialism  
 
  While particular collective action frames can be informed by more dialogic communication 
between movement organizations and their audiences, framing itself involves a sender-recipient 
relationship whereby social movement actors produce frames that are encoded with meaning and 
distribute these messages for audiences to consume.16 Social movement organizations encode 
frames hoping that the audience decodes the messages through the organizations’ preferred lens.17 
Such distribution can occur through a range of media including speeches, banners, and websites. As 
a strategic practice,18 framing can seek to accomplish a variety of tasks including but not limited to 
mobilization,19 brand promotion,20 ideological alignment,21 and target persuasion.22 One key need 
for social movement organization is to accrue resources that they can utilize in their efforts at social 
change. This is a central tenet of resource mobilization theory and helps explain the decision-making 
of social movement organizations.23  
According to resource mobilization theorists, resources that can be used by social movement 
organizations include human time, human effort, money, and infrastructure.24 The internet provide a 
new set of resources that can be utilized for some of the same purposes and can be less costly. In 
addition, different strategic approaches to achieving outcomes can require different levels of 
resourcing.25 Social movement organizations in the Global North may be hesitant to use the neo-
imperialism frame as it may limit the scope of audience for whom this frame would resonate with a 
public benefiting from the neo-imperial relation as it implies that, generally, those in the Global 
North benefit from exploitation of the Global South. Despite the increased discussion of neo-
imperialism by prominent figures as noted above, even those for whom the frame resonates may 
have an emotional response to the frame which is not beneficial to mobilizing human of financial 
resources. Such a frame has the potential to generate guilt, which is an emotion associated with 
demobilization within the social movement literature.26  
 Thus, we hypothesise that given the importance they place on mobilizing resources as a 
strategic focus – as supported by resource mobilization theory – Global North solidarity movement 
organizations will rarely utilize the neo-imperialism frame. However, as some publics in the Global 
North may have had detrimental experiences historically from colonialism (e.g. indigenous 
populations, the African diaspora) we expect to see organizations speaking with such audiences to 
be more likely to utilize the neo-colonialism frame as it should resonate more with these audiences.    
 When the neo-imperialism frame does appear, we will investigate its use by solidarity 
movement organizations. We will examine the following questions:  
 Which topics are discussed using the neo-imperialism frame?  
 Are instances of these frames clustered or spread out across the websites?  
 How prominently placed are these frames within the webpage? 
 Are there patterns in how these neo-imperialism frames interact with others?  
By answering these questions, we hope to establish greater knowledge of how these 
organizations, and perhaps others, are bringing this frame to the attention of the public through the 
persistent communication tool of organizational websites. While this may not mirror all means of 
communicating with the public, the ongoing and consistent presence of a website provides 
movement organizations with a clear, relatively resource-lite, and continuous space for broadcasting 
to the public.27  
 
Methodology  
 
The analysis consists of examining 10 English-language organizations in each of three issue 
areas: climate justice, refugee solidarity, and debt relief. The organizations were selected based on 
their prominence in their respective literatures28 and the existence of active or archived websites 
which provides thorough evidence of public communication and framing. While these organizations 
are not a perfect representative sample the fact that they are highlighted in their literatures is likely 
a sign of their prominence in those movements and/or their relative ‘success’ regarding mobilization 
rates, publicity or outcomes as these movement organizations are typically those highlighted in the 
literature.29   
The organizations selected regarding climate justice were as follows: Climate Justice Action 
(CJA), Earth in Brackets, Grassroots Global Justice Alliance (GGJ), Global Justice Ecology Project 
(GJEP), Indigenous Environmental Network (IEN), Mobilization for Climate Justice (MCJ), Powershift 
Canada, Rising Tide North America, Rising Tide UK, and Southwest Network for Environmental and 
Economic Justice (SNEEJ). For refugee solidarity, the organizations selected were Boats4People, 
Breaking Barriers, Care4Calais, Calais Refugee Solidarity Bristol (CRSB), Refugee Action Coalition 
(RAC), Refugee and Migrant Solidarity Ireland (RAMSI), Refugee Action, Refugees Welcome, Student 
Action for Refugees (STAR), Solidarity with Refugees UK (SWRUK). For debt relief, the analysed 
organizations consisted of Committee for the Abolition of Illegitimate Debt (CADTM), Debt and 
Development Coalition Ireland (DDCI), European Network on Debt and Development (Eurodad), 
Jubilee Australia, Jubilee Scotland, Jubilee UK, Jubilee USA, Make Poverty History (MPH), ONE, and 
Oxfam Canada (see Table 1). 
[Insert Table 1] 
For the purpose of analysing frames directed at the public, websites are an excellent source 
of information.30 While they do not represent the organizations’ breadth and scope of work or ideas, 
publicly-visible websites function as places where the organizations can broadcast information to the 
public, as well as facilitating dialogic communication with their audiences.31 The webpages of 
websites for all organizations were collected and imported into NVivo.32 Some organizations’ 
websites also included portable document format files (PDFs) of materials meant for public 
distribution. These too were added to documents being coding. Keeping in line with the mission of 
this research project, only texts that were public-facing, authored by the organization and its 
representatives, and pertained to climate justice, refugee solidarity, debt relief - respectively - were 
used for analysis. Thus, as some organization were also involved in other campaigns or issues (e.g. 
Oxfam Canada), only webpages related to the relevant issue were included.  
Once the webpages were collected and imported into NVivo they were manually coded in 
relation to diagnostic frames. Frames represented nodes and were constructed inductively from the 
data (webpages). Coding was attributed to the unit of analysis (sentences) within the texts 
(webpages). Once coded the data was re-examined to check for errors of miscoding or missed 
coding. Frames were constructed on an issue (climate justice, refugee solidarity or debt relief) basis. 
Thus 14, 13, and 15 nodes were used to understand the organizations’ diagnostic frames for an issue 
that regards the Global South for the three issues, respectively. This includes the master frame of 
neo-imperialism, which states that the root of the problem stems from ongoing imperialism that is a 
product of an unequitable distribution of power within a global capitalist system. The other 
diagnostic frames for each issue can be found in Tables 2, 3 and 4. 
[Insert Table 2] 
[Insert Table 3] 
[Insert Table 4] 
 
These codes were attributed on a sentence-by-sentence basis inclusive of titles and subtitles 
where relevant, along with the bodies of texts. Some sentences incorporated more than one frame, 
thus being coded at multiple nodes. Each page was then classified into their respective 
organizations. The examination of the diagnostic frames included 68 texts for climate justice 
organizations, 138 for refugee solidarity organizations, and 246 for debt relief organizations, each of 
various lengths. A Matrix Coding query was run producing a table involving organizations (N = 10 for 
each issue) and nodes at which parts of webpage texts were coded. The level of coding varied across 
texts. The organizations examined for each issue and a summary of the coding is presented below. 
Data was analysed using descriptive statistics where relevant and was further examined using a 
qualitative form of content analysis in order to answer the research question at hand, following a 
pragmatic research design33  
Climate justice 
The examination of diagnostic frames among climate justice organizations resulted in 1069 
individual instances of coding across 68 texts. This resulted in an average of over 15 references per 
text. The data show that while the average number of references per node (frame) is 71.3 there is a 
standard deviation of 81.2 references, within a minimum of 7 (elites) and a maximum of 323 (‘false 
solutions’) (see Figure 1).  
[Insert Figure 1] 
Refugee solidarity 
The data for refugee solidarity organizations included 1,599 codes of diagnostic frames 
instances of 138 texts (average = 11.6 references per text). The results show that the average 
number of references per node (frame) is 123 (SD = 128.0; max = 474 (national government 
responsibility); minimum = 0 (neo-imperialism) (see Figure 2). One thing to note is the similarities 
across organizations not only with placing responsibility on the doorstep of government but the 
ways in which they discuss the danger and vulnerability faced by refugees and the ineffectiveness of 
dealing with this humanitarian crisis. 
[Insert Figure 2] 
 
Debt relief  
The number of individual instances of coding across the 246 texts for debt relief 
organizations was 2,837 (average = 11.5 references per text). The results show that while the 
average number of references per node (frame) is 189.1 there was a high standard deviation (SD = 
129.2; max = 462 (living conditions poor); minimum = 21 (neo-imperialism) (see Figure 3). Most 
frames appeared at least once across a vast majority of the ten debt relief organizations with the 
frames appearing in the least number of organizations’ texts appearing in seven of ten (neo-
imperialism and neoliberal capitalism). Across organizations, focus was often placed on international 
financial institutions, the living conditions of those in debtor countries, and injustice. Debt relief 
organizations had the most variance across frames within each organization, meaning they used 
many frames to discuss their diagnosis of the problem. However, this could have been due to the 
larger sample size of coded texts. 
[Insert Figure 3] 
 
Once coded, instances of the neo-imperialism frame were highlighted and examined 
qualitatively across all relevant webpages and organizations. Patterns were sought for the topics for 
which the frame was used, the frames clustering on websites, the prominence of their placement, 
and their relations to other frames within the public texts.  
 
Results 
 
We predicted that the neo-imperialism frame is used only rarely by solidarity movement 
organizations in the Global North and argued that this was the case due to a strategic need for 
resources, both human and financial, from sources within the Global North. The results show that 
across the thirty organizations and three issues, the neo-imperialism frame was only used a total of 
75 times out of a total of 5,505 diagnostic frame nodes. Only 31 of the 452 webpages examined 
included the neo-imperialism frame. Of course these numbers differed across the three movement 
issues. Despite the relatively low number of texts and nodes, climate justice organizations were 
recorded as having the greatest number of nodes regarding neo-imperialism (54) while the refugee 
solidarity organizations made no reference to neo-imperialism. The debt relief organizations 
included 21 instances of the frame. The differences were also visible across organizations. It is worth 
exploring these instances of neo-imperialism framing in more detail as they are not all alike and they 
appear disproportionately across a relatively small number of organizations. Twelve organizations, of 
thirty, utilized the neo-imperialism frame, albeit infrequently. These twelve organizations totalled 
2454 diagnostic framing nodes, so neo-imperialism played only a small role in the overall diagnostic 
story – confirming our hypothesis that the frame would only be used occasionally. But assuming not 
all nodes are equal because of their position within the organizations’ websites we can investigate 
just how important the frame was for these organizations using more in-depth qualitative analysis.   
Climate justice  
Analysis from the 68 texts across 10 climate justice organizations resulted in 54 instances of 
the use of the neo-imperialism frame. These uses occurred across five organizations. A large 
proportion of these frames discussed an emerging form of neo-imperialism coming out of the 
negotiations for mitigating climate change.  
For example, in Africa, REDD+ [reduce emissions from deforestation and forest degradation, 
etc..], carbon credits, agrofuels and export crops, are driving huge land grabs…. In Africa, 
REDD+ is emerging as a new form of colonialism, economic subjugation and a driver of land 
grabs so massive that they may constitute a continent grab.34    
Such a position on neo-imperialism reflects broader discussions of the trajectory of neo-
imperialism, as found in this quote: 
On the developmental side of North – South relations there is, however, now a need for 
justifications of overtly or covertly emerging forms of neo-imperialism or neo-imperialism to 
be based on something different from the traditional arguments regarding civilisational 
superiority and inferiority. At the very least, such arguments must be made more palatable, 
by appealing in a more sophisticated manner to the need for external solutions to 
(post)colonial problems.35  
Indeed, the IEN has stated, on the subject of the various ‘solutions’ to climate change 
proposed at international climate change negotiations, that:  
Just as historically the Doctrine of Discovery was used to justify the first wave of colonialism 
by alleging that Indigenous Peoples did not have souls, and that our territories were ‘terra 
nullius,’ land of nobody, now these green economy initiatives such as California REDD and 
other REDD+ projects are inventing similarly dishonest premises to justify this new wave of 
colonialization and privatization of nature. … Regardless of its cynical disguises and shameful 
lies, colonialism always results in the rape and pillaging of Mother Earth, and the slavery, 
death, destruction and genocide of her economy models of commodification and trading of 
ecosystem services constitutes a thinly-veiled, wicked, colonialist planet grab that we oppose, 
denounce and resist.36   
Rising Tide UK also made similar statements regarding such ‘solutions’, particularly carbon markets. 
They stated that such solutions ‘continue a pattern of neo- colonial exploitation of the Third World 
with the rich world controlling large new speculative markets in carbon credits. These carbon trading 
markets are therefore an extension of the north dominated control of global finance’.37 In the Rising 
Tide Coalition for Climate Justice Political Statement they also reiterated this point, calling carbon 
markets ‘a form of modern-day colonialism’.38 
This focus on problems with current solutions to climate change represented a majority of 
uses of the neo-imperialism frame among climate justice organizations (42 of 54). The frame was 
also used in conjointly with discussions of inequality and anti-capitalism (Climate Justice Action), 
corporations (GGJ, GJEP and IEN) and climate racism and indigenous rights (IEN). Fewer references 
were made to the problem of climate change resulting from an economic system of neo-imperialism. 
Such references accounted for three instances throughout the texts. For example:  
Climate justice means addressing the inequalities that exist between and within countries, 
and replacing the economic and political systems that uphold them. The status quo is 
maintained through unequal exchange via unjust trade policies and unequal access to 
technological capacity. On a global level Europe is a centre of capital accumulation and thus 
socio-ecological exploitation of the South….39  
Another variant of the neo-imperialism frame discussed the United States of America 
specifically as ‘the empire’, placing blame within those (three) passages on the country and its 
support for free trade and associated institutions, one of which discussed its ‘naked imperial 
ambition’.40 The remaining uses were ambiguous in their meaning but directly named ‘empire’ or 
‘neo-imperialism’ as an explanation for climate injustice.  
While the frame was utilized relatively rarely among climate justice organizations, it was not 
without importance for these organizations. Both GGJ and GJEP featured the neo-imperialism frame 
in their ‘About’ pages and IEN – the organization that utilized the frame the most number of times 
(Table 5) – had incorporated the frame in 7 of 11 webpages. 
[Insert Table 5] 
Debt relief 
 
For debt relief organizations, seven of 10 used the neo-imperialism frame at least once. One 
organization, CADTM, stands out above the rest, although even here neo-imperialism accounted for 
a fraction of all the organization’s diagnostic frames. CADTM used messaging relating to neo-
imperialism 12 times, out of the 403 nodes that were coded across all examined webpages for the 
organization. Regarding the frame in question, CADTM (2009) repeatedly discussed debts as ‘a 
subtle mechanism of domination and a new method of colonization’, often referring to the notion of 
‘economic re-colonisation’41 and even as a ‘modern form of slavery’.42 These mentions were often 
discussed in direct relation to IFIs or structural adjustment programs.  The uses of the frame were 
also found in important aspects of the organizations website, namely it’s ‘About’ page and in its 
political charter.  
Other organizations which used the frame only used it sparsely (Table 6) – no more than twice 
across their website. However, like CADTM these organizations were often very explicit with their 
discussion of neo-imperialism. The DDCI said, in one webpage (quoting Jubilee South) ‘the wealth of 
the North has been accumulated largely at the expense of the South’.43 but this was their only 
reference despite Ireland’s own history of subjugation. One of two of Jubilee USA references to neo-
imperialism discussed ‘a new age of economic imperialism and colonialism’44 and both of ONE’s 
references discussed debt as a form of ‘modern-day apartheid’.45 Across these organizations, 
references to neo-colonialism tied closely to IFIs such as the International Monetary Fund and the 
World Trade Organization. In addition, the nine references by organizations other than CADTM were 
featured on webpages not centrally displayed on the organizations’ websites and often toward the 
bottom of the webpage. One reference did correspond to the title of a webpage but as a direct 
quote by Desmond Tutu.46 Interestingly, of the nine references, four were quotations. This included 
one from the Financial Times which described the relationship between ‘European institutions’ and 
debtor countries as ‘akin to the relationship between a colonial overlord and its vassal’.47  
[Insert Table 6] 
 
Regarding the clustering of these references, CADTM’s eleven references appeared across 
eight webpages while the nine references found across all other debt-relief organizations, clustered 
around six webpages. That is, the six other organizations that utilized a neo-imperialism diagnostic 
frame did so only on a single webpage. Even if the frame appeared more than once, these 
organizations did not utilize the frame in different digital spaces of their websites. While this 
qualitative data is interesting, from a quantitative perspective the neo-imperialism frame was 
utilized in relatively few instances. What is demonstrated with the use of the frame is that a neo-
imperialism perspective on the problems being addressed by these organizations were known and 
understood but not heavily relied upon when communicating with publics. However, as was also 
hypothesized, the organizations with the largest number of the neo-imperialism frames were those 
organizations whose constituencies represented communities who also suffered from colonialism 
and imperialism. IEN is an organization explicitly oriented around indigenous issues, including 
climate justice. They included 35 references to neo-imperialism in a majority of the webpages 
examined. Likewise, GGJ highlights the importance of indigenous and minority communities in their 
organization, stating that they “work across issues and regions to develop agendas by and for 
working-class people, poor people, indigenous people and communities of color”.48 In addition 
CADTM - with 12 references, the most among debt relief organizations – operates as a network of 
local committees across communities including those in Latin America, Africa and Asia.49 Thus, 
organizations with high-levels of use of the neo-imperialism frame did closely engage with 
communities negatively impacted historically by imperialism but not all organizations with such 
engagement utilized the frame. Organizations such as Boats4People, which operates across 
European and African countries, did not utilize the neo-imperialist frame.   
 
Conclusion 
 
The findings appear to indicate that solidarity movement organizations in the Global North 
only infrequently used notions of neo-imperialism in framing the problem they sought to address, 
despite often placing blame on or targeting institutions of the Global North. Of the thirty 
organizations examined only 12 had used the neo-imperialism frame across the texts examined. 
Even those 12 organizations rarely used the frame, just 75 times out of a total 5,505 instances of 
diagnostic framing. This rare use of the frame, despite its relative widespread appearance within 
popular discourses, could be explained through resource mobilization theory, which argues that 
organizations accumulate and utilize resources as a central function of social movement activity. If 
the social movement leaders that wield decision-making power within organizations deem the use of 
the neo-imperialism frame as not strategic when calculating the resource benefits, resource 
mobilization theory suggests that they may be less likely to use it. 
However, the frame was used more frequently and centrally across some organizations. 
These organizations, namely IEN, GGJ and CADTM, used their website to communicate to 
constituencies that may have historically experienced the negative effects of imperialism. As those 
communities may have been more likely to resonate with such a frame, its greater use is still 
predicted by resource mobilization. This is unlike many of the refugee solidarity organizations that 
were often using their website to communicate with communities in the Global North, rather than 
the refugees who they sought to support through their activism. Among these organizations, no 
references were made to neo-imperialism frame. 
The neo-imperialist frame was invoked by some climate justice organizations often when 
discussing ‘false solutions’ to climate change such as carbon markets. The frames were also paired 
with discussions of indigenous rights and putting the blame on corporations or IFIs. For debt relief 
organizations, the uses of the neo-imperialism frame were largely found in one organization, 
CADTM, or on one webpage for several other organizations. Thus, such frames were not prevalent 
even amongst organizations where the frame appeared, and the frame appeared often in the form 
of quotations taken from others – putting the organization at an arm’s length from the frame. This 
was untrue for CADTM, who typically directed the frame at the ways IFIs imposed themselves on 
countries of the Global South through debts, often referring to the use of structural adjustment 
programs.  
 While we have demonstrated here that the neo-imperialism frame is rarely used across a 
range of organizations within a broader solidarity movement, some organizations did utilize the 
frame openly and actively in their public communications online. These organizations were those 
that had constituencies beyond either just those individuals in the Global North or including 
communities in the Global North who experienced negative consequences of previous forms of 
imperialism. The findings support resource mobilization theory. However, the findings do not 
demonstrate a causal link between these organizations’ uses of neo-imperialism as a frame in public 
communication. Such causal links could be investigated with in-depth qualitative research exploring 
the strategic leadership capacities50 and strategies of the organizations in question in order to better 
understand how such communication is strategically discussed at the organizational level. 
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Table 1 – Selected organizations  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Climate Justice  Refugee Solidarity  Debt Relief  
CJA Boats4People CADTM 
Earth in 
Brackets 
Breaking Barriers DDCI 
GGJ Care4Calais Eurodad 
GJEP CRSB Jubilee Australia 
IEN RAC Jubilee Scotland 
MCJ RAMSI Jubilee UK 
Powershift 
Canada 
Refugee Action Jubilee USA 
Rising Tide 
North America 
Refugees Welcome MPH 
Rising Tide UK STAR ONE 
SNEEJ SWRUK Oxfam Canada 
Table 2 - Diagnostic frames of climate justice organizations 
Climate Justice Movement 
Node Description 
Business 
interests 
general business practices or specific sectors created the climate problem and 
are preventing it from being solved. 
Capitalism the economic system of capitalism is at the root of the problem of climate 
change  
Climate classism 
  
those in lower economic classes across the North and South are negatively 
impacted by climate change 
Climate racism  those racialized as non-white across the North and South are negatively 
impacted by climate change 
Colonialism 
  
a prior period in which the North colonized the South created inequalities for 
which a legacy continues despite a now decolonialised relationship. 
Ecological debt historically, countries of the Global North were responsible for the vast majority 
of greenhouse gas emissions and thus owe a debt to those in the Global South 
who are suffering from climate change as a consequence 
Elites  individuals within elite circle have produced a context that allowed for climate 
change to occur 
‘False solutions’ proposals to deal mitigate climate change – such as carbon trading and flexibility 
mechanisms1 are a major concern for justice 
Global North 
emissions 
high emissions from specific countries in the Global North are the reason for 
climate change   
Governments states, especially large emitters from both the Global North and South, continue 
to fail in their role of curbing the causes of climate change and agreeing to an 
international solution  
Indigenous 
rights violated 
indigenous lands and communities are being harmed by climate change 
Inequality the impacts of climate change are creating greater inequalities 
Lifestyle 
  
consumption habits have created the problem of climate change 
Neoliberalism neoliberalism as a system of thought and practice lies at the heart of ongoing 
greenhouse gas emissions  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 3 - Diagnostic frames of the refugee solidarity movement 
Refugee Solidarity Movement 
Node Description 
Anti-refugee public Public opinion and perceptions are to blame for the problems refugees 
face.  
Arriving safe The central problem lies in providing a safe passage to host countries.  
Bad conditions Once in a host country, refugees suffer from bad conditions.  
Bad system The system to processes, manage and respond to refugees is ineffective 
due to its needless complexity, expensiveness, short-term approach, slow 
response, etc…  
Dangerous and 
vulnerable 
The migrants are escaping dangerous and traumatic situations where 
they are vulnerable – but the reasons for these situations are left 
ambiguous. 
EU responsibility The EU, rather than national governments, has a responsibility to the 
refugees which they are not upholding 
Fairness For legal, historical, and/or moral reasons (specific) global north 
countries should increase the share of refugees they host and provide 
them with necessary support. 
National government 
responsibility 
National governments, rather than supranational powers, have a 
responsibility to the refugees which they are not upholding 
Opportunities Refugees lack opportunities (e.g. economic, educational) they need in 
host countries. 
Rights violated The refugees’ rights, including human rights, are being violated and need 
to be protected by host countries.  
Scapegoating Elite institutions are using refugees as scapegoats for other problems 
West responsible The global north is partially or wholly responsible for the plight of 
refugees.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 4  - Diagnostic frames of debt relief organizations 
Debt Relief Movement 
Diagnostic Frames Description 
Business interests Business interests, including banks, vulture funds and other industries or 
businesses are leading to or worsening the effects of national debts 
Debt relief policies 
failing 
Policies that were meant to alleviate the burdens on countries suffering 
from debt have failed to solve the issue of the debts or have not been 
effectively implemented.  
External shock Damaging effects of the global economic crisis or natural disasters, effects 
which are largely outside the control of lender states, have made bad 
situations become worse with regards to debt. 
Global North states Specific countries in the global north, or governments of the global north in 
general, are to blame for problem of the debt or their failure to do more to 
alleviate the problem.  
Hinders 
development 
Debt hinders the economic development of poor countries.  
IFIs  International financial institutions (IFIs) such as the world bank and the IMF 
are to blame for the problems caused by debt.  
Justice Debts are unjustly imposed and/or their consequences threaten the rights 
of individuals within lender states.  
Living conditions 
poor 
Debts cause or worsen conditions for lose living in lender states, specifically 
with regard to poverty, living standards, employment, and/or conflict. 
Loan conditions Loans come with conditions that are detrimental to lender states which 
may include privatization and austerity. 
Neoliberal 
capitalism 
Capitalism in the form of heightened privatization and/or market 
liberalization.  
South as problem Countries of the global south, and/or elites in those countries are wholly or 
partially responsible for the problems posed by debt, often due to reckless 
lending/spending and/or corruption.  
Sovereignty Debt impinges on the sovereignty of lender states, with creditors being 
able to make decisions on their behalf.   
Transparency and 
accountability 
The processes of lending and spending lacks transparency and lending and 
spending institutions are not made accountable for their actions.  
Unpayable Debt to growth ratios could be so high that debts become impossible to 
pay back and are only burdensome for the debtor states. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 5 - Neo-imperialism diagnostic frames in climate justice organization websites 
Organization Neo-imperialism frame use 
Climate Justice Action 3 
CYCC 0 
Earth in Brackets 0 
GGJ 10 
GJEP 1 
IEN 35 
Mobilization for Climate 
Justice 
0 
Powershift Canada 0 
Rising Tide UK 5 
RisingTideNA 0 
SNEEJ 0 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 6 - Neo-imperialism diagnostic frames in debt relief organization websites 
 
Organization Neo-imperialism frame use 
CADTM 11 
DDCI 1 
Eurodad 0 
Jubilee Australia 0 
Jubilee Scotland 1 
Jubilee UK 2 
Jubilee USA 2 
MPH 0 
ONE 2 
Oxfam Canada 1 
 
 
 
 
 
1 cf. Gulbrandsen and Andersen, “NGO Influence”. 
                                                          
